
January 16, 15W 

Dr. M, Demerec 
Departmnt of Genetie~ 
Carnegie Institution of Washington 
Cold Spring Harbor 
Long Island, Mew York 

Dear Dr. Demerec: 

I received the proof of both Litiegrcnts paper and my own and l~yb 
been working on these steadily in every available moment since they arrived, 
After as a careful an examination of xrfrdegren~a paper as I could make in the 
length of tkte available and after careful reflection upon it, it seems to Drb 
that the crfticisma which I made orally at the Conference are still 5.n the 
main applicable. Befiave me I have been particularly cautious in coming to 
this conclusion because Spiegelman expressed to you and to me his judgment 
that Lirdegren's pevisibnss made my criticisms largely Pmpplicable. I am at 
a loss to urxierstand how he could have made such a jtigmsnt. 

I am sure you will recall that there was a very vigorous opposition 
to Lindegren's view at the Conferenca a& I am sure that there would stiU 
be trigoro- opposition to the paper as it now stands. It seems to X-N, tharc- 
fore, that we would bs giving a false view of the reaction of the Confarence 
by permitting Lirdegrenls paper to appear without some indication that there 
was sm h opposition. 

I have, therefore, rtwritbm my crlticisma, condensing them as much 
as I thought could be done, and am enclosing them with the proof of my own 
pap= I am counting on you to stick by the promise you gave me that I wou3.d 
have the privilege of inserting my criticisms at this time if I still felt 
they were needed, and .I do emphatically feel they are nazded. 

In going over my OVM paper and the discussion of it I found to qy 
amazement that there had been inserted an additional paragraph in Altenburgcs 
discussion, a paragraph embodyin, v ideas which he did not rxntion at Cold 
Spring Harbor and -which I did not know were to be printed in this volume. I, 
t'nerefore, fee1thz.t I L%\st answer the point he has raised which seems to me 
coqletely absurd. I azij therefore, sending you also my answer to that point 
with an indication on the proof w%ar s this page should be icserted. I am sure 
it mst have besn an oversight sorne&era along the line not to &ve sent me 
this revised editicn of Altanb-xgls criticism. It a7xld eezn to me, there- 
fore, either that the paragraph in question should be dalyted or that my 
answer to it should be inserted. I should like to,see it the letter way. I 
do not know what is the proper thing for me to do with the two n3w materials 
I am asking yx to insert. It would seem to ix o.nly proper that Lindsgrtn 
and Altenburg should have the right to see these replies, but I do not want 
to usurp your juipnt in the matter and SC 1 am depending upon you to see 
tkt they reach the people you think they should reach. 



, Pags 8% 
Dr, Demerec 

I hope that your plws for 
to your satisfaction. 

ths 3aturalist~o Syxposiuz -&ll xork out 
If there is tlnybhing 1 can do to help you in EEL!- 

your plans, you know I till bs or&~ too glad to do r&at I cared 1 sllotid, &II 
fact, lika to know how your plans dcvzlop fop it is quite probable t'mt what 
you do will, to a considerable extent, determlna what X do the i"ohl~+A~ 
year* 

.1 Hith very beat parsonal regards, 

Cordially yours 

T, $3. Someborn 

TN3 tet 
Encs. 


